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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 ,3,4,6,7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nakamura (USPN 5708775A) in view of Goddard et al. (USPN US006622266B1) in 
further view of Sigl (US Publication Number 20030061 007A1 ). As per claim 1 , 
Nakamura discloses continually detecting whether any one of the server platforms has 
an abnormal operating condition; if yes, generating a text-based system-fault indicating 
file in column 4, lines 2-16. 

Nakamura fails to explicitly state transferring the warning message retrieved from 
the warning-message database via the network system to the workstations. 

Goddard et al. discloses this limitation in column 4, lines 55-63. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to transfer the warning message retrieved from the 
warning-message database via the network system to the workstations. A person of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to transfer the warning message 
retrieved from the warning-message database via the network system to the 
workstations because notification of the error disclosed in the warning message can 
lead to the error being resolved. Goddard et al. discloses this in column 3, lines 52-57. 
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Nakamura and Goddard et al. fail to explicitly state transferring the text-based 
system-fault indicating file to a warning-message database, which stores a mapping 
table of warning messages toward text-based system-fault indicating files; from the 
warning-message database, retrieving a warning message corresponding to the 
system-fault indicating file. 

Sigl discloses these limitations on page 2, paragraph 0021, "The machine 12 
outputs a machine signal to the error controller 10 as coming from that particular 
machine 12. Further, the machine signal includes an error condition that when 
compared against the database, returns a corresponding error message extracted from 
the database that is presented to the technician or operator..." 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to transfer the text-based system-fault indicating file to a 
warning-message database, which stores a mapping table of warning messages toward 
text-based system-fault indicating files; from the warning-message database, retrieving 
a warning message corresponding to the system-fault indicating file. A person of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to transfer the text-based system- 
fault indicating file to a warning-message database, which stores a mapping table of 
warning messages toward text-based system-fault indicating files; from the warning- 
message database, retrieving a warning message corresponding to the system-fault 
indicating file because the database helps to determine through correlation what type of 
error has occurred on a component and helps to determine a possible solution to the 
error. Sigl discloses this on page 2, paragraphs 0017. 
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3. As per claim 3, Nakamura fails to explicitly state the warning message is 
transferred in e-mail via the network system to the workstations. 

Goddard discloses this limitation in column 4, lines 55-63. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have the warning message being transferred in e-mail 
via the network system to the workstations. A person of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to have the warning message being transferred in e-mail via the 
network system to the workstations because e-mail is an effective way of notifying more 
than one person to any problem a component being monitored is having. 

4. As per claim 4, Nakamura discloses a plurality of fault detection modules, each of 
which is integrated in one of the server platforms for detecting whether the associated 
one of the server platforms has an abnormal operating condition, and if yes, capable of 
generating a text-based system-fault indicating file in column 4, lines 2-16. 

Nakamura and Goddard et al. fail to explicitly state a warning-message 
database, which stores a mapping table of warning messages toward system-fault 
indicating files, and which is linked to all the fault detection modules to receive the 
system-fault indicating file and capable of retrieving the corresponding warning 
message mapped to the received system-fault indicating file. 

Sigl discloses these limitations on page 2, paragraph 0021, "The machine 12 
outputs a machine signal to the error controller 10 as coming from that particular 
machine 12. Further, the machine signal includes an error condition that when 
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compared against the database, returns a corresponding error message extracted from 
the database that is presented to the technician or operator..." 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have a warning-message database, which stores a 
mapping table of warning messages toward system-fault indicating files, and which is 
linked to all the fault detection modules to receive the system-fault indicating file and 
capable of retrieving the corresponding warning message mapped to the received 
system-fault indicating file. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to have a warning-message database, which stores a mapping table of 
warning messages toward system-fault indicating files, and which is linked to all the 
fault detection modules to receive the system-fault indicating file and capable of 
retrieving the corresponding warning message mapped to the received system-fault 
indicating file because the database helps to determine through correlation what type of 
error has occurred on a component and helps to determine a possible solution to the 
error. Sigl discloses this on page 2, paragraphs 0017. 

Nakamura fails to explicitly state a warning-message sender, which is internally 
linked to the warning-message database and externally linked to the network system, 
for transferring the warning message via the network system to the workstations. 

Goddard discloses this limitation in column 4, lines 55-63. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have a warning-message sender, which is internally 
linked to the warning-message database and externally linked to the network system, 
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for transferring the warning message via the network system to the workstations. A 
person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to have a warning- 
message sender, which is internally linked to the warning-message database and 
externally linked to the network system, for transferring the warning message via the 
network system to the workstations because e-mail is an effective way of notifying more 
than one person to any problem a component being monitored is having. 

5. As per claim 6, Nakamura fails to explicitly state the warning-message sender is 
an e-mail server, which is capable of transferring the warning message in e-mail via the 
network system to the workstations. 

Goddard discloses this limitation in column 4, lines 55-63. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have the warning-message sender is an e-mail server, 
which is capable of transferring the warning message in e-mail via the network system 
to the workstations. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
have the warning-message sender is an e-mail server, which is capable of transferring 
the warning message in e-mail via the network system to the workstations because e- 
mail is an effective way of notifying more than one person to any problem a component 
being monitored is having. 

6. As per claim 7, Nakamura discloses a plurality of fault detection modules, each of 
which is integrated in one of the server platforms for detecting whether the associated 
one of the server platforms has an abnormal operating condition, and if yes, capable of 
generating a text-based system-fault indicating file in column 4, lines 2-16. 
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Nakamura and Goddard et al. fail to explicitly state a warning-message 
database, which stores a mapping table of warning messages toward system-fault 
indicating files, and which is linked to all the fault detection modules to receive the 
system-fault indicating file and capable of retrieving the corresponding warning 
message mapped to the received system-fault indicating file. 

Sigl discloses these limitations on page 2, paragraph 0021, "The machine 12 
outputs a machine signal to the error controller 10 as coming from that particular 
machine 12. Further, the machine signal includes an error condition that when 
compared against the database, returns a corresponding error message extracted from 
the database that is presented to the technician or operator..." 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have a warning-message database, which stores a 
mapping table of warning messages toward system-fault indicating files, and which is 
linked to all the fault detection modules to receive the system-fault indicating file and 
capable of retrieving the corresponding warning message mapped to the received 
system-fault indicating file. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to have a warning-message database, which stores a mapping table of 
warning messages toward system-fault indicating files, and which is linked to all the 
fault detection modules to receive the system-fault indicating file and capable of 
retrieving the corresponding warning message mapped to the received system-fault 
indicating file because the database helps to determine through correlation what type of 
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error has occurred on a component and helps to determine a possible solution to the 
error. Sigl discloses this on page 2, paragraphs 0017. 

Nakamura fails to explicitly state an e-mail server, which is internally linked to the 
warning-message database and externally linked to the network system, for transferring 
the warning message in e-mail via the network system to the workstations. 

Goddard discloses this limitation in column 4, lines 55-63. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have an e-mail server, which is internally linked to the 
warning-message database and externally linked to the network system, for transferring 
the warning message in e-mail via the network system to the workstations. A person of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to have an e-mail server, which is 
internally linked to the warning-message database and externally linked to the network 
system, for transferring the warning message in e-mail via the network system to the 
workstations because e-mail is an effective way of notifying more than one person to 
any problem a component being monitored is having. 

103 Rejection of claims 2,5,8 

7. Claims 2,5,8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nakamura (USPN 5708775A) in view of Goddard et al. (USPN US006622266B1) in 
view of Sigl (US Publication Number 20030061 007A1 ) in further view of Levi (USPN 
6658586B1). As per claims 2,5,8, Nakamura, Goddard, Sigl fail to explicitly state the 
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text-based system-fault indicating file is transferred via FTP to the warning-message 
database. 

Levi discloses this limitation in column 9, lines 6-9. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have the text-based system-fault indicating file is 
transferred via FTP to the warning-message database. A person of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated to have the text-based system-fault indicating file is 
transferred via FTP to the warning-message database because FTP is a type of 
protocol used to transfer information from one device to another. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yolanda Wilson whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3298. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30-4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Beausoliel can be reached on (703) 305-9713. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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